DOCUMENT RESUME 



ED 273 982 



CS 210 055 



AUTHOR 
TITLE 
PUB DATE 
NOTE 



PUB T7PE 

EDRS PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS 



IDENTIFIERS 



Hartnett, Carolyn G. 

Thinking with Verbs and Conjunctions. 

Mar 86 

9p.; Paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the 
Conference on College Composition and Communication 
(37thr New Orleans, LA, March 13-15, 1986). Chart on 
pages 8 and 9 contains marginally legible print. 
Speeches/Conference Papers (150) — Viewpoints (120) 

MFOl/PCOl Plus Postage. 

*Cognitive Processes; Cognitive Structures; *Cohesion 
(Written Composition); *Grammar; Higher Education; 
*Punctuation; Secondary Education; * Sentence 
Structure; Writing (Composition); Writing 
Difficulties; Writing Instruction; *Writing 
Processes; Writing Skills 
*Basic Writing; Conjunctions 



ABSTRACT 

Basic writers often experience difficulties when 
trying to articulate ideas in writing that are more specific, 
systematic, and fully developed than their speech. The writers must 
learn how to put their thinking into the appropriate forms and 
expressions necessary to address an academic audience. Noting that 
the natural working of the human mind seems to develop ideas in 
traditional rhetorical modes, such as definition, classification, 
comparison, and cause*and--ef f ect , F. D*angelo has presented a 
systematic list of 10 overlapping static and progressive logical 
patterns of arrangement. When students want to develop an idea in one 
of these patterns, they need to consider how to organize their 
information and to choose expressions and grammatical forms that 
relate to the parts of the patterns or networks. M. A. K. Halliday 
and R. Hasan have suggested a valuable system of terms that express 
relationships between sentences. Cohesion requires understanding the 
relationships of ideas and also mastering grammar and punctuation, 
especially punctuation of complete sentences. In explaining his 
system for identifying cues to intellectual processes, L. 0*Dell 
discusses focus, classification, change, and temporal and logical 
sequence. (A chart entitled "Develo;^ent by Cohesion, Structure, and 
Content," derived from the ideas of the above authors and designed to 
structure systematically the forms and expressions that constitute 
the appropriate content of a basic writing class, is included.) 
(JD) 
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Carolyn G. Hartnett 
College of the Mainland/ Texas City, Texas 

Basic writers often have fine oral coping skills yet 
experience difficulty when they attempt to develop ideas in 
academic writing that is more specific, more systematic, and 
more fully developed than their speaking is. in addition, the 
mechanics of writing often increase the burden so much that 
they present their thought weakly or lose it completely. 
Their problem is not primarily learning how to perform 
intellectual processes, but learning how to put their thinking 
into the forms and expressions that an academic audience 
expects. These forms and expressions are the appropriate 
content of a basic writing class. I have tried to structure 
them systematically on the chart entitled, "Development by 
Cohesion, Structure, and content." Each part of the chart has 
its own justification, which I will now explain. 

Frank D'Angelo has printed out that the natural working of 
the human mind seems to develop ideas in traditional 
rhetorical modes, such as definition^ classification, 
comparison, and cause-and-ef f ec t; his evidence of the 
psychological reality of these modes is that they have endured 
since Aristotle. D'Angelo lists ten static and progressive 
logical patterns of arrangement (Frank D'Angelo, A Conceptual 
Theory of Rhetoric , Winthrop, 1975, pp. 57-58). Although the 
patterns overlap and seldom appear in pure form, they provide 
a systematic list of kinds of thinking or development. 
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D*Angelo*s list of patterns provides the headings for the 
columns on the chart. 

When students want to develop in idea in one of these 
patterns, they need to consider how to organize their 
information/ and they also need to choose expressions and 
grammatical forms that relate the parts of the patterns or 
networks, since meaning consists of relationships, according 
to the linguist pike and to many cognitive theoreticians, 
terms for expressing relationships should be important. Wc 
can find a valuable system of terms that express relationships 
between sentences in the cohesion system described by Halliday 
and Hasan (M. A. K. Halliday and Ruqaia Hasan, Cohesion in 
English , Longman, 1976). Many of the types of cohesive ties 
that Halliday and Hasan classify hold attention on 
previously-given information while it is being manipulcited; . 
however, some of the ties indicate manipulation in one of the 
rhetorical modes. These terms are listed on the chart in the 
first major row below D^Angelo's headings. 

Manipulative cohesive ties include words such as secondly , 
bigger , later , and consequently . They lead to further 
development of an idea in another sentence, avoiding the 
common problem of one- sentence paragraphs. When the cohesive 
terms are transitions that ol?cur at the beginning of 
sentences, they label the type of development very 
specifically and emphatically; they become a theme of the 
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sentence. Cohesive terms within a sentence may be used in a 
way that is not cohesive but that develops the sentence 
locally according to one of the rhetorical patterns. 

unfortunately, areas of cohesion become trouble spots in 
the essays that pritchard analyzed (Ruie Jane pritchard, A 
Study of the Cohesion Devices in the Good and poor 
Compositions of Eleventh Graders, Diss., University of 
Missouri-Columbia, 1980). Cohesion requires understanding the 
relationships of ideas and also mastering grammar (such as 
comparative adjective form) and punctuation, especially 
punctuation of complete sentences. This complexity suggests 
associating the relevant editing skills with writing 
assignments of the type most likely to require them. 

For other methods of expressing rhetorical mode within a 
sentence, we can build on Lee odell' s system for identifying 
cues to intellectual processes ("Measuring changes in 
intellectual Processes as One Dimension of Growth in Writing," 
in Charles Cooper & Lee odell. Evaluating Writing ; Describing , 
Measuring , judging , ncTE, 1977). He includes various 
structures, some of which are listed on the chart, below the 
possibly cohesive terms, odell also suggests some vocabulary 
items which are included on the chart as examples of possible 
content words. 
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Ode^l' 5 first process is focus, v'hich he identifies with 
the grai^tna tical subject of each clause. Focus i:^ not a 
pattern ot development in any rhetorical system, but it is a 
prerequisite for all predication and development. Maintaining 
focus o(i previously-given information is a function of the 
non- manipulative types of cohesive t.^es, such as repetitions 
and thi^^ rev sou pronouns. They are necessary for all 
extended discourse in English, but they do not indicate any 
particui^r mode of development, physical context is another 
one of Oc^ell' s categories that does not indicate a specific 
type of Rhetorical development, but the remainder do express 
it. 

When Odell discusses classification, he states his 
assumptic^n that when a linking verb joins a predicate 
nominative and a subject, one of the noun phrases classifies 
the othe>r. He includes with classification the lexical items 
for similarity/ instead of listing them under 
comparison- contrast, as in this chart. 

OdelX makes a separate category of change, which might be 
linked irhetorically with either narration or process, since 
both involve tiiiie. I have treated it as a subdivision of 
contrast^ I have also added simile and metaphor as methods of 
expressing comparison and contrasts other figures might be 
included also. 
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Odell has a single category of both temporal and logical 
sequence although D'Angelo's outline distinguishes narration 
from process and cause-effect from syllogism, resulting in a 
four-part division of odell* s category. This division 
illustrates well D'Angelo*s warning that rhetorical patterns 
overlap, it is hard to justify the separation of the lists of 
possible content words; perhaps we should combine the process 
content words with the narrative words and the words for 
syllogism with those for cause-effect. 

The display of content words on the chart is intended to 
be suggestive only, expansive but not exhaustive. These items 
are in no sense an index of the method of rhetorical 
development/ but they are words that have some sense that 
expresses such development. The vocabulary lists might serve 
pedagogicallyr for study. The entire chart might serve 
heuristicallyr suggesting structures and terms that student 
writers might use in the development of their thinking, its 
three-part division illustrates why no single part can predict 
writing quality or rhetorical mode. The chart also has 
implications for discourse analysis/ both manually and by 
compu ter , 
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